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Iir* ixoorgQ llall, vice president 
Little, Brown ^ Co. 

34 Beacon St., 

Boston, Imsa. 02106 

Dear Hall, 

A student who is outraged at Arlen Specter’s tlireat against you Ims sont me a 
copy of Joseph R. Daughen’s article in the Philadelphia Bulletin of the 13tH. I Iriave 
no personal knov/ledge of the 0’ Donnell incident but I have countless cases of exactly 
tioat vdiLch he oh^irges, including by that poseur Specter, whose record is in some 
respects worst in this regard# 

Spocter ha^ altered testiraony, and I have the proof, in writing. ^ lias suborned 
perjury. I cimrged this In luy second book and dared him to sue me. V/hon he was silent 
I went to ghiladolphia and in public api^aranoes repeated my personal cliarges, said that 
if thoy were not true there were libelllous, and again dared liim to sue me.He lias been 
silent. Bo, don’t worry about his suing you now. 


In fact, 1 h£xve carried my work much farthur, to ..hei*e it is so *’hot'* I tldnk it 
is commercially unpublishable. I have the ovidonce Bpecter supinressed and it is quite 
opposite vdiat he adduced. Naturally, I am not anxious to give it away and tilow av/ay 
the enormous effort it represents. But if Specter does sue you, I vd.ll lot you liave 
what you might heed In your and O’Donnell’s defense. 

Please understand that I am not talldlng about v/liat somebody told me. I am talking 
about official government records tliat were suppressed, and the initial responsibility 
for the suppression is Specter’s. These records are in my possession. I got them all 
properly. They include what the Weurron Conmassion did not have. They include some of 
Specter's own memoranda tiiat he expected to be permanent secrets# Specter was pretty 
sharp about leaving records he could later cite in self- justification, but ho did not 
anticipate tliat a devil loving scripture would ever get Ihem. And they are not self- 
justification. Tliey are self-indictment when added to the other secret i^cords L iiavo# 

I am not sending you these records v/itiiout knowing you liave need for them because 
this work has been bankrupting# You i?iay recall your ov/n consideration of my first book 
in 1965# The attitude iias not clwi, 2 ;ed and is not yours alone. I can understand it if I 
do not lUco it because I have been subjected to more sei*ioua pressures than this from 
Specter to you# So, I just can’t afford tlie nominal expense, ^t is for tliis reason tliat 
I am unfamlliia* witli the 0 * Donnell-Powers book except from review* They indicate the 
inclusion of confirmation of other of ray early work, on a different subject than the 
assassination# However, I will, if you need them let you liave copies. If you would 
prefer, O’Donnell or Powers, or one of your people, perhaps Sions, vdio read my first 
book, can como here and see everything relevant I have. I don’t know ho\j seidou.*^ tliis 
is to you or whether Specter will really be nutty enough to sue. It would ruin iiim. It 
sliould bo enough to get liim disbarred, but tliat never liappens in such cases, of v/liich 
I have a number. 


?iccept this ofxpr, we are but an liour irom 

ens, including copying facilities and a bed. 
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1 would appreciate it if you would foiward a copy of tiiis letter to I'^r. O’Donnell. 

T near here, I would like very much to meet with him. Tliere are many thinj^s 

1 He would like to know. I will ask nothing- of liiia ecceept the pi^servation of my 

confidence# The invitation includes Mr. Powers, but some of \;hat I liavo in mind will mean 

porson^ly involved in what impiiened in ways I am certain 
ne neiohor know's nor Lhas any way of kno\'Ong. ^ 


